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harvin: Comrades, you are all
we. shall not adopt a final

this Congress, owing to the

@ of our Parties have not

At towards this que-

én the Russian Party has not
pportanity to discuss the dratt
W present to you. Therefore;

¢ deleoations are of tho opinion

I he more expedient not to
nal program at this Congpess,
uss the program  now and
for adoption af the next
iBhe fact, however, that we
6ed so important and difficult a
a8 that of an International pro-
e agenda .of the World (on-
tself the pest evidenes of our
th. We may express our per-
g6 that the Communist Mter-

~ also solve this problem,

N the camp of oup adversaries
d and Two and a Half Infer.

bserve complete theoretical
, %&lcm': Perfectly true).

h the vatvious que-

L first of all talke

déu'ing htheh Wa.r-f1 Gene
stivguish three phasesin
of the Marxianpﬁgg@s
construction: the first -
Marzism of Marx and Eng
then followed the see
was the Marxism of
tional, the Marxism
present time we have
of Marxism: the B
nist Marxism which i
reverting back to
of Marx andsEnfg%Js
of Marx and B
of the European
and therefore possess
tionary spirit.

This revolutiona:
Marxian theory i )
that the doctrines




t in which it was stated by :

€ 1 of
s »ans%ntirely- :

n the deve-
ist system set in.
the gigantic growth
growth was chiefly
_the colonial policy of the
and the stupendous develop-
ntinental industry was chiefly
ted by the exploitation of the
nial peoples. This growth and pros-
{ continental industry caused a
~of social re-alignments within
pean nations. The position of
working class was strengthened in
nomic sense of the word. At the
time capitalist development created
siderable  community of interests
n the bourgeoisie and the conti-
al working class. This community
erests hetween the continental
isie and the continental prole-
was the basis for a great psycho-
and ideological tendency mani-
jtself within the working class

, Within the Socialist Parties.
came the second phase in the
ment of Marxism namely, the
‘Social-Democratic Marxism, the
known Marxism of the Marxist
peticians.  The struggle between
dox tendency and the refor-
1y, the great struggle between
social democracy represented
ky on the one hand against the
ts as represented by Edouard
on the other— ended in the
1 of orthodox Marxism. However,
look back on the entire history
is strogele, the complete surrender
g;dbxu%\ [arxism to Revisionist Marx-
fands- clear before our eyes. I sup-
osis that in  this struggle,
a long time before the
rthodox Marxism, i.e., the
Kautsky, surrendered to
the most fundamental
ions. This we failed to
se ly and distin"cigly,
rehend the underlying
1ena. Let us for
: 1

i

he

It was asserted that i
capitalist development, the wop
suffers a relative deteriomﬁ
condition. The inherent law
development consists in that
tion of the working clags iy o
relation to the condition of the pons
sie, it deteriorates: Thus Kautsk;,)
ded this apparently Marxiap viey
the attacks of Bernstein, 1 congig
interpretation of Kautsky Incorpge;
contend that this ‘theoretical posi(i;
based on an empirical viey of the oy
tions of the European and the jo ol
working class. Marx, howevyey
theory analysed an abstract Capity
development which leads to deterigpyg
of the condition of the working Olassw
did Kautskian Marxism do? By the fa
working class it understood exclyg
the continental working class,
The condition of these strata, of
proletariat went on Improving, hut I,
skian Marxism did not realise that
improvement, in the condition of the oo
nental workine classes was bought g
price of the annihilation and spoilatig
of the colonial peoples. Marx was speakj
of capitalist society as a whole. No
we wish fo be somewhat more congg
than Marx we should not confine g
scope of observation to the American
Buropean countries, but should extes
to world economy as a whole. T
case we would obtain a totally differeik
theoretical picture from the one il
been drawn by Kautsky and his {ollow
Thus,

an act of surrender to the attack of
visionism. Let us now take up anq
question, the theory of coua_psc&g!_lr
rising of the proletariat. This cﬁ §
theory of collapse was mucV
down by Kautsky in his conig?to_
the Revisionists. With regar Hﬁﬁ
volution, the result of the fgﬁ D
notice even in the more rewlg(])s
the Kautsky writing, (e.g. 1S

to Power”) a great number o
mical passages, of .prepos
gerated opportunism. I_;e'd.
2ianstar'xce, his varying opinl

neral strike in his .b_ookt 0

- Revolution,” where _Kautj

if we are in a position 0

from the theoretical st;andp
-Kautsky’s thesis was not correct. Ity

need no general strike, If"

o not need one either, What
an? It means nothing but pure
m, which we did not quite notice
¢ which we see quite clearly

o the third theoretical que-
?ng;,tthe theory of %he
jHere [ shall have to speak af
t greater length. On the outbreale
o war we thought that Kautskianism
ddenly betrayed its own theories.
js what we thought and wrote at
me. But we were wrong. We can
ljﬁit'é calmly admit that we were
. Quite the contrary happened: the
led betrayal by the social-democrats
" the Kautskians was ba_s_cgl on the
. which these theoreticians had
vy maintained befors the outhreak
var. What were their statements
‘the State and the conquest of po-
power by the proletariat? They re-
anted the case as though there was
& object which had been in the hands
lass, and later passed into the
esion of another class. This was also
hway Kautsky saw it.
thus now take the case of the
0 war. It we now consider the
a homogeneous instrument which
ged hands in passinge from one epoch
T, 1€, as almost a neutral thing,
perfectly conceivable that we
Idprotect this instrament on the
Cof war when the proletariat has
8pect of conquering the State in
manner. During the World War the
I of protecting the State was
This idea was
al conclusions,
(|1 ical consequence
SOOIy When Kautsky raised the
) Naﬁmn_al defence and answe-
estion in the affirmative.
€ With the question of the dic-
0L the %roletariat. Bven in:
oo, Revisionists Kautsky
loped tlijs question. He-ahnos)t
& single
rtant question anq

m durmg the whole of
tie said something to
his question would be
Senerations. That was

8 the problem”.
€ examine these men-

Marxian ideology ¢},
aristocratie positio e8e
continental workers, whose im;
ition was secuyed by the

define his taetical

. Thes

hecome so arrogant :
oo gant that they p

the

diagnosis and sees hi 4o g
fact that: pothmg badf“m

Lo wear a maglk, In his “
problem Kautsky makes t:fg

h “Indeed the p‘l;oletariat is not, qu
omogeneous. We have alveady:
that it is divided inty W‘?ﬁxs :
[n the first Place are those tha ar
exceptionally favoured by econom
clrcumstances or by legislation,
are strongly organised and are
position to defend thejp interests;
these are the superlative part of the
proletariat, its “aristocracy” capable
of successfully resisting: the oppres-
. S1ve tendencies of capitalism,
cause to them the struggle again
capitalism is not merely a struggle
against poverty but a struggle for
power«, :
This contradistinetion between the stry

gle against poverty and the struggle |
bower is also a “very Marxian® figure
speech! He goes on to say!

=By the side of these well disei
lined, trained and efficient (.
licking the boots of generals) troops
there stands the great army of thégé
(mark you, he c¢ann
that are placed in su €
- circumstances that they are 1
in a position to organise thelﬁs'@livéﬁ
and to overcome the op Tessi
dencies of capitalism. These r
in poverty and sink deper
per in the mire. =

Kautsky further on ‘makes at

differences

s 2%
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heen Js‘peéial\ly written

for (i , ~ OF THE COMMUNIST INTERNATIONAL
amunists) who, a certain Herr Abraham This S ! : ; - . B
: ciglhtmindedly been widely spread among the Kk phe facts prove the opposite. arguing with fthese people;
ciological analysis), people and I believe trang] 6 i -4 complete vindication of the Tlufely hopeless; they only kn
it by means of tempting other languages. This genglep d f noW 16 theory of crises has been  thing, to p v i
es into the fight against the his thesis quite arrogantly ang gy, i {o the hilt. We can even In this respect there i
d and well organised elements  “Marxism was saved by ReVision‘gm t up « that the war itself was a  difference between the bourgeois libe
re accustomed to choosing fells us that we need no Markist‘?r ; ngn of economic crisis, and it is scholars and the social democrats, On
attle ground and to take up for the revisionism of Bernsteip hasheo ; c-i}%l_ form that we should theore- reading the writings  of  Cunow, for
such tasks as they ave well for the working class the typg | N peci 'lgeive and theoretically analyse. —instance, we find that some of the bour-
epared and trained for®, and so of Marxism. This is his Main. feq il y con these fellows now discuss the geois professors, like Franz Oppenheimer
orth and so forth. gentleman goes on to analyse pg i d wher o real flesh andrb]poq prole- and others, notably those of the Gum-
ere is a novel by Jack London, "The of the working class, anq ap,t0 e volution, they say: This is mota  plovitz school, are’ much nearer to the
Heel*. Jack London, who is not a say something about our Communpjgg, an XY n; we will wait fora “real” Marxian position than he. Gunow in his
By 5008 Marwan, understood  tion and he advances {he followip S There are bourgeois scholars

modern Theses (!) “the case was not gg et
Rl speoblem. of ‘ttlelze'well that the conditions were always jo o are empirical facts. Thus,
r movement. He saw qui o ] Mproyiy h these e e
bourgeoisie not only attempted but He ignores the colonia _peoples gy fantsky says: T11(. revolution in
ally succeeded in splitting the wor- coolies. His second thesis is oyg, rihen has been achieved, but it is nota
lass into two parts by corrupting striking: “The present situation, yiy me e, true revolution.

; .pai‘t ‘pamely the trained and skilled currency chaos, with the. real iy midst of'the .collapse, the
« B 3 iat, and using this shment of some strata, is such t isis known in history, yet he
't of the proletariat, o o lysed from {] fest CTL isis when he declares:
ur aristocracy as a means for suppres-  cannot be analy e1 trom the stangy n0t see the crisis when he e
every upheaval of the working class. of any sociological laws®. Thug ar theoretical consideration of the
gf Je {( IP ndon so ably depicted from mot in a position to analyse these ¢ v of crises we ought to be more
o ‘-&fof‘ gie“nof- the workers is not If we should consider this S sery » These are simply the ravings
ke d by theoreticians of the Second statement, we would say: Give usy mortunists gone mad, who have com-
e :t.iiohaly He exploits the tragedy of stical explanation, made up hoth of telpy lost the sense for realities, who
."‘ 1 k"iliw 'class——its‘intel‘nal division-— stics and mist (laughter). The tactie e d.to discuss the logic Qyt history
mor ¢ boureeois society. This consti- sense is that these fellows seek oy n their own brain is bereft thereof.
0 suppor °“§-°eolsf»goci§i Democracy, the argument before the working gis jter). One of these gentlemen, for
. ‘szerhrlggnmnve%rs: of war and re\'oz by the silly assertion that we are n fance, goes so far as to say that ca-
o , these felll(;vffs are shameless enough a position to explain the present italism has emerged cven stronger from
rake up this muck and to give it a tion, that the situation is so complex ar. Here you have the “theoretical
e D B T} iolo fé’al - basis we cannot understand anything. Ther gportions.” The ordinary liherals, the
. baixg. ‘1\]{e ;S—(i)cm-\i% so clear reason why they cannof undefsiand ifists, " the clericals, the hourgeois
'*Kauttzsldlaghinlglihsat it could not because we arc now in the period Wmomists nearly all of them, more or

| m‘gﬁrér Yet, on considering this the theory of collapse is working o s, understand the economic weakness
i “in the form that it actual practice. < moithe capitalist world. Not one of them
ﬁongeégaggfl R ed ot the They are unable to analyse ther guanies it Nevertheless, we have a social-
: I' %’ o tional, we obtain an even tion, they cannct produce an analysis i ocrat, a supposed Marxian, who comes
ey On reading their new would furnish the hasis for praciict e o tl) ys that capitalism has even
picture. .nurea tilng latest book relutionary decisions. They are Sistrensthened by the war. This sounds
.Qﬁﬁﬁsfwgsgﬁcﬁf}md?a siﬁgle word when they say: There is no logic most like an exhortation in favour of a
1t i:hebé'llnifmportant problem of the events of our time. i ar. If capitalism becomes stronger
WY ishment, It is absolutely Let us take for instance UlE - i tquence of a war, then it should
5o ﬁp'%;?s ;?ea time when the of the crisis. With rggaldur b died once more! This comical stand-
R %fnca italism stands out on all theory, Kautsky asserts that ino 18 Dow maintained in all serious-
, Il’] & 0§ theoreticians of the Second Inter-

‘ ; in nature and science,
i eny IeapS

i i ion of thedevel

verything is at the theorehcalg;onsuleratwn0 , 5
Iﬁ.e%}?ég 3wve t’Withess the of the capitalist systien‘x, \t‘heeglrl)?u gt
dine of all mask, that Kautsky quite frankly that the e
ng e a word to say, on the should assume umoreqlln% Sl
problem. But on reading in our argument. \\1' i
't ér‘writin-gs, apart from It means that Kautslx)ycome o
tsky, we find the key to capitalist world has t'?n oy s s
\fhi's”‘ mystery of silence. monicus in recent tl bo‘d.i il
Germany that has is naturaliy the em 2

WSR0W proceed to the theor ¥
tate, Thig theory of the State
seen transformed by all the
ans of ¢ ¢ Second International
eption mto a direct plea for

S republic. Nt o single attempt
€ ap updgrstanding anything,
&4, 16 is but a  pure plea
B tepublic, Tt is no use

hook claims the State to be a sort of |
universal welfare institution, a @ood
father to all its children, whether of the
working class or of the hourgeoisie. 8o
the matter stands. T once said that this
is a theory that was represented by the
Babylonian king Hamurabi. And this is
the theoretical of the level representati-
ves and principal sages of the Second
International. i
But  there are theoretical betrayals
which are even more flagrant and igno-
minious. [ refer to the conception of
Kautsky with regard to the proleta-
rian revolution and fto the coali-
tion government. To write sueh
stuff one has indeed to lose the last
vestige of theoretical consciousness. Take &
for instance, Kautsky's theory about the
revolution. Do you know what is his
latest discovery on this question? (I) The
bourgeois revolution has to ‘aet by vie-
lence (2) The proletarian revolution, pre-
cisely because it is a proletarian revolu-
tion, must not employ violence, or as
another of these gentlemen has said,
violence is always a reactionary force.
We kunow what Hngels has written about
the revolution, in an Italian article entit-
led “Dell Autorita”. He wrote “The revo-
lution is the most authoritative thing in
the world; for revolution “means an his-
toric event, when one part of the popu-
lation imposesits will upon the other partof
the population by means of bayonets, guns
and rifles”. Such was the conception of revo-
lutionary Marxism. And now we hear
what the miserable Herr Kautsky has to
tell us: “Bayonets, guns and other means
of violence are purely bourgeois mean :
They have not been invented by the
proletariat, but by the bourgeoisic. The
barricade is a pure bourgeois institution™
(laughter). In this way one could 2
almost anything. Kautsky might, &
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, 1S I8 a purly bourgeois
It would llo“P thserm tha.% we
all ideas. Perhaps Kautsky
ared all ideas now (Laughter), It
be really ridiculous to adopt such
d of reasoning.
OW wo come to the question of the
alition. Here we reach the apex of
the discoveries of Kautsky. Kautsky
ves himself to be the representative
f orthodox Marxism. Marx maintained
the spirit of his teaching consisted
f the doctrine of the proletarian dicta-
‘torship. There is a passage in Marx
: h reads: "The class struggle was
YWn  to many others before me, but
‘teaching consists of the knowledge
at the development of capitalism
inevitably to the dictatorship
he proletariate. This was the
ay Marx himself coneeived his theory.
s is the sum and substance of the
~Marxian doctrine. Now listen to what
Hautsky writes: "In his famous article
on the criticism of soeial - democratic
rogramme, Marx wrote:
: “Between the capitalists and the
communist society intervenes the
- revelutionary stage of transition
 from one into the other. This has
- its corresponding period of political
‘transition, when the State can be
nothing else but the revolutionary
- dictatorship of the proletariat«.
- So said Marx.
nd Kautsky, what has he to say?
me quote him literally: ’This sentence
should now modify on the basis of
our recent experiences, and on the
question of Government we should say:
.~ "Between the time of the pure
‘bourgeois and the time of the pure
roletarian democratic State, there
a period of transition from one
o the other. This has its corres-
onding period of political transition,
‘when the Government as a rule
uld take the form of a coalition
rnment* (Laughter).
ndeed not a form of transition
to Revisionism, but it is
he purest Revisionism.
~deal with a number of
communism at
tion period.

the bourgeois ’."'Ilévo‘
fought with ideas;

Kautsky sees none. 1,
sition from the pureH‘im}w%Iar
ment to a pure democry 4
government, but whepe

come in? He provideg
munism. Besides, we
ourselves as to what ig the
of this substituting of coalitio
torship. It is therefops nbtlso-n
prising when some oy Soia s
clans declare quite sengjp) ey
is nothing left of Marxjgy, )1 v‘th’&t
of the theoreticians of tho Sgo;

national.

There is, for tnstance in @G
certain, wise, but very évnicaffm
(Laughter) Hans Delbruecls whbpm
perusal of various writines of thy i
International, in an artiele in 0ne,$
issues of the “Prussian Yeap Bookse
literally as follows: ;

“The difference between us
geois social political " thinkes
them (meaning Kautsky ete);
one of degree. A few more
aleng this road, gentlemen, g
communist mist will haye
sed.”

This is a very good quotation:
geols professer, an 'adherent ‘of|
Wilhelm, tells the theoreticians of p
Marxism, of a pseudo sinternational
of “revolutionary* social demoeracy
there is no differense between hou
thinkers and Kautsky and @o. Thi

quotation which throws a clear lighti

the whole situation. Even in theory
seems to be an element ob tactics
strategy, which corresponds to thea
political tactics and ~strategy. O
social chess-board of wvieh it
classes, parties, groups, and subgh
we sustained many set-backs al
greatest of them, was the spli
of the proletariat in conse_queéw@
political betrayal of the soclal-'f-.te
parties and the leaders O
unions,
some of the elements of theld
ment with the bourgeoisié. .
with this process we ‘wn‘)n‘«‘ii(
theoretical bloc between the ps
ists and the bourgeois philosol
is the situation we now.
theories of the Secondf_Iﬂ‘tﬂe.t

in theory and in practice 1
Communist International

opme!

which brought a.l;otlt’,‘l)g_){; !

pevolutionary standpoint, ‘mﬁ i
the Communist International
preSents

the: real theory of

‘furn {0 another question. Having

d of the theoreticians of the
International, I wish to say g

o ords on the new.analysw_of the
1t epoch, Wltll particular reference
oint which has mot b'een'as yet
elucidated. First of all, T will put
‘question: From what point of view ig
st advisable to examine the deve-
nt of capitalism as a whole? There
«t indeed be some kind of a theore.
atire process of capitalist development,
. pivot shall we choose! We naturally
severai to choose from. We can
‘regard the position of the working
as being the definite crystallisation

¢ concentration of capital, or we can
truet our programme from the stand-
t of the formation of new elements
ociety or some other features of ca-
ist development. But [ think that
“capitalist development as a whole
ld"be considered from the standpoint
gexpanded reproduction of
iitalist contradictions, and
f om this standpoint that we ought
ceonsider all the processes of capitalist
opment.  We « have now reached g
of development when capitalism is
Gngsup. To some extent we alrGady
sider capitalist devolopment as  in
Aospect,‘ bu_t this does not prevent us
; cozlsldermg_ all the events of the
(ISt epoch, including even the prog-
IS, from the standpoint of the steady
reproduction of capitalist

i The war is the expres-

. ~the contradictions inherent in
_Gompetition. We ought to

¢ meaning of war solely as
reproduction  of the
Vlf,thisst;ggggge i of capitalist

- uation of the contra-
e ready led to the impossi-

 this SE;.II?CCII existence of capitalist
of 'elucidalt)‘omt can also serve the
e ing all the other que-

| pivot in the consideration of the *

irpporta'nce, nam,’;‘g: \
cific forms of the policy
financial eapital to he |
explanations have heen
explained by the monopol;
capitalism and by ot
think there is stiji »
tant factor in the answer to
Political £conomy in the
also the Marxian theory, t;
ect of capitalist contradictior
thing peculiar to industrial ca
was an epoch of competition,
various industrialists whese
sisted of lowering the price
ties. This is almost the o]
petition mentioned by Marx. B
epoch of imperialist “capitalism
many other forms of competiti
the method of reducing pri
significance. When a coal ~
Instance, fights an iron syndie
surplus value, it is to be  assumey
these syndicates will not resort
method of reducing prices. It ‘we
preposterous to assume that th
fight exclusively by means of
lent method like "the hoyeots,
main groups of the bourgeiosie
in the nature of trustitied gr
the framework of the S
nothing else but -combined

It is quite econceivabl
of enterprise, such a const
peting groups, should res;
violent methods of competi
ternational sub-division of

o

bring about a situ

policy can be

prices is almos
PG

S 6 € grouping of the wor- poi

social divisions of society,
¢ working class and
s LU e




o

the Marxian theory,
odox Marxism, did not invest.
uestion of the State quite
We know that some of our
ers have tackled this questicn
ed it in a treacherous manner,
should ask ourselves whether
ave been any revolutionary Marxi-
ho have made a thorough study of
uestion. What does it mean? It means
the Marxian theory was evolved
3 & period strongly tinged with
nchester  hues. Free  competition
ned supreme. This situation had
- roots in the specific conditions of
epoch. But this should not sa-
us. The role of the State is very
ortant from all points of view, from
standpoint of the bourgeoisie as well
from the standpoint of the proletariat.
1e one hand we are fo destroy an
nisation, and it is therefore important
us to know the situation as it existed
usly so that we may create some-
g of economic relations. All these
amstances should urge upon us the
ssity of emphasising the question of
State and giving it prominent place
in our programme.
would farther urge that we include
our pregramme something about the
lonopoly of educationn by the
ruling class. We used to ignore this que-
stion in discussing our programmes in the
past, but now, when the proletariat is
striving for power and for the reorgani-
ion of society, such questions as the
ing of our officials and administra-
the standard of education of our
ders before and after the conquest of
ver, must play an important part. All
questions are of great importance,
~ they were never discussed before,
‘they did not appear to us to be
questions. Now they have become
y practical questions. and for
on we should give more place
‘question than we have given

hat in our programme we
ich upon the question of the
symptoms of the matu-

2ialism within the ca-

_are generated
But this theory

IN OF THE 1V CONGRESS

: it
_after the Dictatorship. It cannl

ay. This is the candinal dif-

W s ; :
has caused so much confusig veen the maturing of capitaliem

: N in g STl it <o
of the Second Internatj U the : yment of socialism that we
uld state the quvst.i(ononxilo l‘hat e ‘de,;(;}ﬁzllsisu. Our opponents enter-
than we did before, | mmnol"tut Ny i OngUSh idea that we could mature
the question in its entiret Ong & 5 hourgeois society just as ca.

w out of feudalism. Unfor-
this is not the case, and we

2 1 ¥ 3 . Yl |
I would like to say: We a) knaf:vm
' 'lways bear in mind the specilic

the prolefarian revolutiop i
demands upon us, that the

revolution is at times g anj  shoul ae petween the two situations,
deterioration of productive ‘1901_ Ieq - n(id further like to touch upon one
an inherent law of proletarigy ggsf’rhis oint which has mnot been suffj-

Olugj
us t,gn
aligy,

But our opponents "want to ta)
this is due to the fact that capit,
not yet ripe for socialisy, (e

I8 Fonalysed, even in our literature,
ojently & e problem of growing into

ﬁamely c“ilanst state. The Revisionists
e

'I\h- 24 v . i
A : ; ) § A ; this problem o
main theoretical thesis ip w}? 9 o spoken much drlf‘?‘l'.t“'t’l'f; tp‘m],’l!,“ 1ot
confuse the maturing of e =t into the socialist state. The re-

capitalj
in the feudal system withpgl‘zh
of socialism within the
But we want to emphasise
of prineiple between the twg

-o‘ox;is% conception was that the capi-

et stato would gradually evolve into
l{s som, It cannot be gainsaid that we
".g;a}]ﬁ accomplish our aims by means
At all events, we should Iy [ decrees alone, that it Al Do
conditions of the construction of Sociggh. pIOCeSS of ()1'5-?;311155731‘51%11 ‘1‘[{ .O];;/ t“ trl m;]flty
society. The difference hetwesp theat\' stablish our socials Td.[&”, u)( el
types of maturing consists ip that eay- T eiween U5 anc 11,( l‘tl‘-{\“‘mli’tb
talism has grown out of the feuda] syg on the point of time \.“11;” '}”” d('\o e
o o o 7. The wholo® anii SR 6 T e Tovisionists, who . S
society from the workers to the . #gant the rfavf)lll"-t“[)l_l, 11}1(?1.]‘]_“71.’{“ IF"ML- fgl;“-
bourgeoisic had grown to maturity g ggiacess begins “}1 e 121?,‘)‘.1)1][,‘;'.1'\’; il
the feudal system. Socialism could neyy@ie sty that it ‘,J]{?FI‘?‘\,({L S ),(‘....}mf‘
even under the most favourable copjemat has established its dictatorship.
ons, grow out of capitalism in sy

proletariat should first of all destroy

out ¢ 1 5 reois Ste and capture the
manner. It is impossible for the okl e ;Ol;d pogrgt;? ?lst,?izdgi(.fif 2 ,}[,.' : 1!] ;
class to gain control of production will owel’i(;u;ehtisons kHc]rri "“I\T(‘. s | e
the capitalist society. It is nonsense:i g £ e L a4 i

; oéess of development when the socialist
stof production and distribution grow
nuously, displacing all the muants

a flagrant contradiction. For this 16a]
the special features of the maturing i
socialism within the capitalist society

totally different in character from i CaPifalist economy, until the total

: ; B T ik nsformation of the capitalist State into
maturing of capitalism wihin the fendilds B st State int
system. Indeed, how is the proletari@ - =< d plished. There is

banother point which has direct bear-
on the preceding question, namely
que_stlor} of the national types
s0clalism, as aform of production,
Ggursg. Before the revolution we dig-
b .;‘;e(’ZICIOdS of Systematic production,
o togomy.gtc., without having
ete idea. Now, particularly after

“XPeriences of {0 Russian Revolution,

without economic, political and cult
preparation, without its own engin 0
ete, to run the new State, if obtail

without previously having established

dictatorship of the prpletartl
It is only after the revolution tha
proletariat breaks open the dOO}I{rS Om
higher institutes of learning. ‘teria'
admit that at present the proletalk

that We | A
; ; iomorant an et have before us a Jopo
relatively untrained, ignorant ; Vari : : a long
kward a?s compared with the bowrgel ,cgolous national types of socia-
; P cann PrencsoB: Let us, for

et 1 instance, com-
ne Capitalism with

111,1-‘. ‘rench
- eatures gho+
0 Capita}

It means that the proletariat
come the mature orgamserI it
within capitalism. The prolé . whie
become the leader of society &S_ety ol
the real creative genius of S0CI€W:

of sodl American
Capitalism had its
distinguish it from
ISm. Let us compare the

i
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- and Fngland,

Nature of the usurious French ca
as compared with the refined :
capitalism of America, gp the histo
the syndicates and frusts in German:

! These are ditfer i
and different, methods, All this, g? tcow

becomes obliteraed i m
along \};ith “the dt!vellfr)lpttli;le ol W
omy. But socialism can ¢ ]
upon that which s alrea&({;“i'neﬁliggﬁ
and therefore be assumed thaé
‘ rms will j ;
tain sense be the (:untinuatlz)vnlléfl?h: ;ﬁ;
vious capitalist forms, hut under a diffes
rent aspect: - which means: that the spe.
m‘l,'u; features of capitalism of e
different countries wil] find thejr €Xpress
ston in the specific forms of éo'cialist
production in those countries. Later on;
of course, these differences will he obli-
terated by the onward march of proles
tarian rule. The initial stage of develops
ment in all countries, even after the con-
quest of political power by the proletariat,
will still have its various forms of Sr;cia;‘
list production. We may frankly state
that Russian secialism will - appear as
Asiatic in comparison with the otheps;
The backwardness of oup industry and
agriculture and our retarded economic
development will surely find their expres-
sion in the backward® forms of our so-
cialism. If we take all this into consides«
ration, we may then pass to the disens«
sion of other questions, such as the que=
stion of the new economic poliey. This
Is the eighth point upon yhich [ intended
to say a few words here. This new €co
nomic policy may be viewed from the totally
different standpoints, from the standpoint
of revolutionary tacticsor from the stand-
point of economic rationalksme
Thesz are two standpoints which do not
always appear to be identical, From ‘the
tactical standpoint we have already heard
the views of several comrades, including
Comrades Lenin and ‘Trotsky. I would
like to examine this qnestion from the
standpoint of economic rationalism., :
I maintain thatthe proletariat of every
individual country, after gaining political
power, will be confronted by the import-

forms of production, which the proleta
riat should organise upon a rational
This is the most important econ
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v t] ‘?‘X‘oletarlnt will
A the proletariat fails to
‘proportion aright, i it under-
6 much, it will eventually he
ted by the situation in which™ the
ve forees will not be developed,
ather hampered. The proletariat is
in a position to organise everything.
proletariat cannot carry out plans
the foreible displacement of small
peasants and the individual traders. The
preletariat. by arbitrarily removing these
ta can really gain no material com-
pensation. It would only meana blocking
the channels' of circulation and the
urther shrinking of the produective for-
. which would mean the continued
of the economic life of the
country.
There is vet another drawback in the
letariat undertaking great schemes
without due appreciation of the rational
facts of economics. If the proletariat
should ‘try to control too muech, it would
m%t:ire a gigantic administrative machine;
ith too many officials and functionaries
take the place of these small produ-
~cers, small peasants ete., in their econo-
~ mic fanetions. This attempt of substitu-
ting petty officialdom for these pebty
roducers would eventually produce a
tremendous burcaucratic machine which
ill he more costly than profitable. We
vould eventually have a form of admi-
~ nistration, where the entire economic
machinery of the proletarian States does
not mean the development of the pro-
ductive forces, but the hampering of the
evelopment of the productive forces; in
her words, the very opposite of what
- ought to be. Such a buréaucratic ma-
ne would have to be stopped either
rougl a counter - revolution of the
peasantry, or by the Party step-
@ in and reorganising the whole thing,
s been the ecase here in Russia.
roletariat does not perform the
ary operation it will be done by
orces. This should be fully realised
omrades. 32
say the new economic po-
the one hand a specific Rus-
enon, yet on the other hand
al. phenomenon (quite
xclusively a strategic
so the solution of a
1 organisation, na-

mely the proporticn defy
branches of production
rationalise, and the Iy
ction which we are no
lise. Comrades, let us he
made the atfempt
ything here, even the

millions of small produc

that the victorious proleta-
at once be able to organise
unist basis all the bourgeois
articularly in
Do you know what the pea-
tell ‘you when you \\flll(l.emand

nder of his grain.
he wants to be free to

cratic machine,
ministrative expenditures,
litical crisis, and finaly

lemy ought to he constantly kept
also in Germany, giving due
ation to the question, to what
qould economy be socialised, and
extent should
Quch is the scope of the new
But this problem is also
a different problem,
ns that in a revolution the prin-
1 f economic r-a.tion:;lism claslu:s with
er principle, that is of equal impor-
he proletariat, ngmely the
ple of the pure p nlituzatl e
iency. Of this I !1;1\'0 n'«équ_(e'nt}y
d examples. For instance, if for the
ampose of ‘erecting barricades you saw
own telegraph posts, it stands to reason
hat you are not thereby increasing the
sductive forces (Laughter).
o happens in a revolution.
e, if the capitalist bourgeoisie lets
ose all its forces against you and has
agents among the petfy
ho divectly carry out the orders
o bourgeoisie, what should the proleta-
a6.do? The proletariat must at all costs
flestioy these  petty bourceois alliances
with the big .bourgeoisie. As the struggle
velops, it I8 bound to remove also the
wiomic. basis of this petty hourgeoisie.
flE e get the unrational thine.
mexpedient, but which

Comrade Lenin has st
in order to save
roletariat to introduce thig

I IS ney

mic policy. This is by pg

ted, with yet
something in the nature ofg
sease that should be
merely a conce
is fighting us with all hig
also the correct solution of
social organisation.
_ When undep the
economic policy we witnessed ingig
of our Red Militia in Moscow dispexy
some old women selling bread efe, jfm
from the standpoint of rational econ
And when this was
perly understood, the madhouse ha
be transtormed
Some comrades arve inclined to thinkil
it was a sin from the standpoint of o
[t was 1ot our sin,
corrective on:
part of our Party of mistakes which:
committed in our first proletarian it
our inexperience:
This is our riew on theq
tion. And I say: the problem of the
economic policy is of Internthonak
The specific Russian a8
se, in the proportiol &
we could rationalise: and those thi

L be concealed, [t
ssion to the o

a madhouse.

something bef

odox Marxism.

1ing, which

- the stand
L e triumph in the ecivi
quite a means trop an en e
> 6conomic ratio
e not at all iden-
me into collision, The
however, should de
only for the reason
0 build up socialism
establishing the
ut we must alw
and refrain from doing

anything that is
dpoint of the
rational from the
cannot naturally

consists. of cour

periency, ar
We have a greaf many peas

producers, etc. But if we ti.l;]xe,
developed industrial countries, £
many or America, do you thi
problem would not bubble u
Indeed, it would at once.

instance, proceed right a
ganisation of the America
course not! For such stratd
nomic movement shoul

same would be the case 1l

6 consideration,
@l expediency if
1S Impossib]e t,

g0 on developing these
problem is qulzmgobvious, 1;1’;;33 ’it:bu .
examined in the Jight of {he. different
classes, strata, and groups of the bo
politics. Here again we have to conside
our attitude to the middle class, to f
so-called intelligentia, i, o, to the ‘n W
middle class, then again our attitude to
the varions strata of the peasantry, All
this, we have to provide for in our ‘pro-'
gramme. At the same time wa naturauy
want to get the full value of the expe-
riences of the Russian Revolution, for
:,t].' \«G:rc folly if we fail to make goozl "use'
luf;im])‘.l experience of the greatest*rgve- :
I now come to the four seobion, )
which I designate ag t}xt(}: ?«l:);?rgc-itiig%:’ v
versal tactical problems, So far,
I was txamining various problems of a
purely theoretical nature, now I wish to
discuss also some problems which are of
universal factical character, and which
10 a sense should be designated . as »pro'—v
grammatical. : ol
Firstly, quite briefly, on the (uestion
of the colonies. Hor this question we
must devote more space in our programme
than we have done hitherto. (Quite right).
We are now making the attempt to write
an [nternational programme. The aristo-
crafic flavor of the hooks of Kautsky and
Co. has to be blotted out. We must under- :
stand that in the prosess of world revo- ’
lution we have our reserves in the colo-
nial countries which are of the greatest :
importance. We must therefore deal with
this question far more exhaustively than
has been the case hitherto. o g
_The second tactical problem is that of
National Defence. This problem was =
to-us, communists, quite clear from the
outbreak of the war, and our attitude
was almost a flat rejection of the -natio-
nal defence, hut now we see something.
modified and more complex. The essential
complicating factor in this question is the
fact that in one country we have A pro-
letarian dictatorship; and the existen
of a proletarian State changes immedia
tely the whole situation. Above all
as Marxians and dialecticians should
full stock of such changes in the
tion. I will only quote one instance. W
we were a revolutionary opposition p:
It was quite natural that we coul
think for a moment of any bo




o- of nag
i ‘e, the military allianlg: iy

¥ hostile power,
wse would have been
(nternational bourgeoisie
randled this problem quite pro-
its own standpoint when it
isrepresent us as the agents
im alism, or Karl Liebk.
S the agent of the French hour-
We were always aware of this,
€ never countenance the ideg of
ing enemy aid of any kind. But
en a proletarian State exists and
L pusition to contract a loan from
bourgeois state. it would he foolish
ect it on principle, 1 am quoting
merely as a small example of the
uestions of principle that arise
moment that a proletarian State

- existence, ! :
tis the same with the question of na tio-
defence. It is quite clear what is
nt by a proletarian country, i.e., the pro-
n State (for in all these questions the
Td nation is synonym ous with the word
e, with the respective class charactor-
. When the bourgeoisie speaks of the
nal defence, it means the defence of
ourgeois State; and avhen we speak
nal defence we mean the defence
oletarian State. It ought there-
e stated clearly in our programme
e proletarian State should and
e protected not only by the pro-
lat of this country, but also by the
ariat of all countries. This is the
W situation of the _question where it
s from the situation at the outhresl
€ war. The second question is: should
proletarian States, for reasons of the
y of the proletariat as a whole,
any military alliances with the
States? Here there is no diffe-
principle between a loan and a
liance. And I maintain that we
eady grown so big that we are
0 to conclude a military alli-

Ip of the bourgeois ally.
en later on, under a

Under this torm 2
States, it is the ‘dut, of the
every country fo aj this an
tory. If in its Subsequen, ph
lopment, the bourgeoisio 0f sy
should he overthrown, they G
ons arise (Laughter) Whicl § i
duty to outline here, iy, whi
readily con(ioivo. g
Next we should make i ;
nical point, of the I'ightn g? t}lgon
vention. This is to m q
stone for all communist Dartieg
a widespread outery about Red.
We should make itplain j
that every proletarian
right of Red intervention,
poses: You are the Hong
a regiment, and that ig why y
this! Laughter). In the (©
festo we were told that
should conquer the
could not he done
(Laughter) this has to he i
onets and rifles. For this Teason the
of the system on which the B
hased is also the spread of
the Proletarian might, of fhe Ras
This gives the hasis to the right
Intervention under Special  cireum
which make the technical realisaf
1t possible, ‘ e
Now T have done with the
blems, and I will now pass to a g
survey of our problem, particularly
construction of the problem; and
can afford to be quite brief
say that the programme of fh
parties should -consist at least
parts: e
I. a general part which is sui
all parties The general part of
gramme should be printed in
bership hook of every memh
country. 2. A national part, s
the specific demands of the lab
ment of the respective countrie
sibly also. 3. but this is really
of the programme—a program
~which should deal with pu
questions, and which mig
once every fortnight (laught
rades want us to deline

~also the tactical :ques@

the capital levy in (fer:
i rthePlUnite,d [Pron

social

wpitalism, and, further on.

sad AL
protest against it (Radek
'{;w i ht!? Neverthelegs |
(ﬁesire to ?eﬁ;le tthese
: hing  but the outcome
Sorfﬁ?st gproclivities of  the
comrades  (Laughter). Such
and slogans like  the united
s‘the worlers” Government, for
. or the capital levy,. are
"?’mt‘am based on very ‘shifting
e This basis consists of a certain
sion within the labour movement,
: mrades want to make_ this defen-
sition of the proletariat a plank
yrogramme, which would make it
le to assume the offensive. Ag-
ch a proposition I will hght with
eans at my disposal. We will never
: e adoption of such planks in our
mme. (Radek, interposing: Who is
“wer'?) We, that is all the hest ele-
f the Communist International

hter and cheers).

des, I think that in the theore- -

art we should include the folloyw-
ub -sections. First a ceneral analy-
apitalism, which would bhe of
~ importance to the colonigl
riés. Then we should have an ana-
mperialism and the decay of
the analysis
epoch of \the social revolution,
he second part of the programme
Ight to have a sketch of the future
mnist society. I take it that a pic-
of the communist society in the
mme would he necessary in order
W what communist really means
difference hetween communism
varions transitory stages,
Part  chould contain the
e bourgeoisic and the
the proletariat for power,
S LOUTh part shoulq he devoted to
Strategic questions, not such
a8 the workery’ government,
16 questions as, for instance,
owards social democracy
€ unionsg. ' ;
16S€ two questions are not
1S nature,
questions can be laid
e

the = strate-

. ready s¢

were made jn
ticles hy various compag,
Prom the disenssion on
we have the following
statements:
1) The Report of th,
the Programme Comm 55101
all the parties. T s Gl
2) The answer of ) e
Committee fo this report,”
3) Some artic ‘ ‘
4) An article
9) An article
6) A graft-by L
7) A draft by the Bulear B
8) My draft. it {
With regard to the first di;
the programme commission, tw
points were ra

p
Government, efe. ‘or not, On

standpoints [ am representing here

The Italian Gentral Commitee
answer to the discussion of the Proge
Commission in a letter in whiel
agreed to my view hut fop rath
liar reasons. They said that these
could not be laid down in the pr
hecause one eould not force ¢
out of the national parties. Thus tie
.Elop for our not being able ty put ti

Y are oppor
International ~cannot, force
Parties into a confession of
Is 50, we shall have for g
gtamme every forthnight,

I am very grateful to the
rades for agreeing to my
cannot tender them the
for their peculiar reasons f

Now as to the art
Varga, Comrade Vare
tellow, and therefor
those who refuse to ae
on this question are ¢
1id thath
tunistic nature, a







- this in the

ke - place before

ot Power., but only after

1t had  captured political

What is the situation in the

of Europe. Let us suppose

ve captured political power,

uestion before us is the expro-

t the capitalists. Everyone knows

he first requisite for the reconstruc-

the Socialist Society is the liqui-

m  of the tremendous weight of

iich weighs upoun industry. This

method of buying out the capi-

~is just as much a Utopia as

ys idea of Guild Socialism or
palisation. =~

would like to point out another

iful point of Kautsky’s theories,

y, the problem of the State hurea-

and that of State capitalism or

ocialism. According to Kautsky

e are only two States in which the

acracy plays a great role. The first

France, the *Republic without re-

icans’. The second, says Kautsky,

ussia. Apparently, democracy

introduced in Germany to the

_ that the State bureacracy has

peared. As a result, in Germany

. the other bourgeois democratic

. the Social Democrats have nothine

with the Democratic bureacracy.

we know that the whole . question

al democratic politics is limited

troducing Social Democratic officials

place of bourgeois officials.

his treatise on State Socialism and

& Cagitalism, Kautsky suddenly dis-

- that the State bureacracy exists

1d, what is more, is quite incapable

aging the capitalist enterprises.

reacracy is conservative, and is

oniy the capitalists themselves can
these industries.

at does this mean in Germany to-

~means the direct coalition, the

ith Stinnes and his like,

charged witd one socialisaton.

s already given his theoreti-

to, and justification of the

’ nd and a HalfInternatio-

h the cooperation
Stinnes Govern-

ment, which will seek tq ,
talist hands those industrjesm ;
still socialised, it woulq Nty
blessing. ‘ e

I only wish to speak of .
because if characteristical]y ShOGSe Do
oretical capitulation of tjye SWsth"
Second and a Half Internati()n:]con

I would also like to adq SO B
what Comrade Bukarin sajq oﬁl,g" g
ist decadence and its disruptjgy heM;

This is what T would like to gy s
connection: Our conflict wit), thzy n
decadence in Germany and othey Vg
ol the Second Infernationa) alreaq Clrglg
after the - first Russian Revolutiybe
first conflict was over the qenerajm'
since then this conflict has\videnesw
main conflict was.the theoretiea] g
on the causes of imperialism, apqd ine
nection with it, the political questioc
Disarmament. The first theoretica] bat
in Germany were fought around
point; and here was laid the fOUIldaﬁ
of the division into the
including the U.S.P.D. and noyg
V. S. P. D. on the one side and the K :
on the’ other.

A few more remarks to bring out g
clearly what Bukarin said on the
retical capitulation especially as i g
peared in the programmes of the Seeg
and Second and a Half Internationals, &

an i
jopment? The second

Marxian ey
Ldehate turned is this:

This enlarced
sgowth, this spread ol capital into

a’for'm and construction of the

e'ea,k at once on the first point,

tical explanation on impera-

t wish to begin here a theo-

All I wish to do is to

L ‘the question clearly as an intro-

u o the theoritical discussion which
golon F ecessary. It is clear that we
»ehe.v-? a decision in such question on-
n 163C7 1 orough discussion in our press
fter our« pamphlets, What I wish
(o make the question clear, and
; lsut its importance for our theories
ing 0 rooramme. I have already said
10 %‘1111(; Pdif?erences in theory and tac-
,at. the old social democracy of Ger-
i orjginated from this theoretical

Wnyderati'oll of Imperialism. There were

loslmain questions which entered here:

t the more importa.nt; is [}nporialimn
nevitable phase of imperialist deve-

guestion is a theo-
tical explanation of this inevitability

of imperialist dc\;«llopm(‘lu In (.iwrmzm,\',
this was the main question which sepa-

ed the Left from the Centre Marxists.
fhe main point around \\hari_x the whole
Imperialism is an
gopomic. problem of aceumulation, of
pital growth or enlarged production.
production, this capital
non

the Girlitzer programme, All that 5 gapitalist territories is an historical fact,

kharin has emphasised and argued b

as if he were lecturing to a (:1ussofht‘;§

the dismissal of the impoverisation

ory, of the crisis theory ete. all thishis
in the commentaries @@ Wars, ete.

appeared clearly
the Gorlitzer programme. 1
Kampffmeier, Bernstein, Stapfer, i
shown clearly this capitulation.
Now with regard to (l(*bateah!e (
ons, I will deal with the following:

1) The basic section, the theorei®

explanation of imperialism in connte
with the theory of accumulation.
2) The question of temporary meas
of partial demands before t]}ettfe‘
of power, which I consider &bf 57
question for the preparation O rdﬁ
programme, as well as the PrOSES
of the individual parties. A
3) A few brief remarks Om Gl
measures after the copqqest 0
war communism, and N. . b

which
appearance  of
beginning of Capitalism, heoan also Co-
lonial wars,

the
the

with

v
¢ 1rrom

does not commence

capitalisn.
colonial conquests, trade
When wo say imperialism, we do no
ean only this colonial expansion of the
ltalist States, but the special form of
gusion under the present imperialist
ditions.  Comrade Luxemburg  for-
liated this special form of expansion,
Special conditions of capitalist expan-
%wéll the period of imperialism as
’;;&t_?he‘ Impel‘_ialist era, we are con-
L& struggle for the resto of
veapltalist ferritory, for its new
Wi%hméﬂ fm’nlly,.in connection with
ol ¢ eXpansion of the capitalist
tical hasis of power.
: d”fcginhmée been known for along
i Mot be contradicted. The
® A0 explanation of these facts:

&

Is the imperialist

phes and crises
2 necessity? Her
question: Is it pos
this imperialist era, to the
period, into the period of li
talism, free Trade, peace, pac
is there only one way out, :
revolutionary conquest of the imperi:
era; is Socialism the only way out
the solution of this question depends 2
our political tactics. ey
If we assume that imperialism repre-
sents the interests of only a section «
the bourgeoisie, that the interests of
whole of the bourceoisie are represer
by the Manchester method; what fo
therefrom for our tactics? There foll
the possibility that we might unite s
one part of the hourgeoisie , against
other. Here is laid the theoretical
dation for the coalition policy. The Oppo-
site view mnaturally would lead to an
opposite policy. : S0
Theoretically the question prese
itself in the following manner—Is
unlimited expansion of capital, accumula-
tion, possible within  the hounds of capi-
talism, or does this accumulation fing
other limits than capitalism itself? That,
simply  formulated, is: Can capitalism
expand without limit, or are there certain
necessary thedretical hounds to this
growth? Some people have objected to
this theory of accumulation that it is a
sort of fatalism, according to whi
capitalism reaches a point when it breaks
down mechanically. This point at whieh

capitalism no longer finds any field for
éxpansion and must break down mecha-

nically, is an abstract limit, a limit in the
mathematical sense. What it aectu
means is something different. It means
that capitalism is forced into an impe-
vialist phase which sharpens the el
antagonism, that it is forced into the
amost severe political and soeial
trophes. It follows therefrom that it is
this limit which will determine the

of capitalism, but the severe erises
which imperialism leads it.

She then states further;

In proportion as ecapital assisted
litarism extends this power abroad de
away at the same time with nones
talistic strata and lowering the
conditions of the teoiling masses

o
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lation become'the ety contiet oiann” Mtsy, M B b Saon K tas I 7 nal ootes ofilnos i

¢ _crises, render even. pre-capitalistic l‘or1néa(?fltsang"i P h(imthids good-will idea, Kautsky and a8 fa“ yar has left behi
ibgg@all further accumula- gives rise to violenep, \\%cle%’ B O i found - themselves in - accord

1
¢

plrinciﬁal cel;:itresd o‘% power.t ;

he stage of world tion, in short, ¢ D Ty Lsese s 1019, : also shown how destruetive ¢ w

ﬁgel‘fginog’hfhe Irglfternational which has been 11\(0501111?8?1‘1 al'? g}’h;’}e we have a ns};;al]]_ (](’L.l()taf,l%ﬂ was. In order tg he successful, there:

class against the rule of capital feature of capitalism - fpop, Eguls an article wluc}} i 1(g;g]lh(‘111¥{?e§ lolre, & change in capitalist meth--

cal necessity, this process to end”. %oy .}1’“ OVemb""'De,celrrfqmg}. . I;ec]j o ?.‘S IS necessary, namely, coopera-

long before capitalist accumu- Comrade Luxemburg then . e Cam.stroph,\ i WCdQ J/va (‘:) mrlr)wrciaj{ o ,Lllontxgstear! of competitione, G
- reached itsown natural limits. inquire whether the ol_‘.iOGtinf : 1 Dominion as Methods of C 2 0 that cooperation on the part of the

is one side of the question. And capitalism must necessarj] Iy

ad D : - A _ Capitalists is the advice which Hildexfe

irades, let us examine for a mo- and whether capitalism cay gof ROl capltallslg e“’&}}]gl(‘ FC\IS]O‘?& I‘)‘?;s ;)ltl-fri,%’cdo?n tll,ll)‘; grounds of hig analysis

opposite position occupied by that point, and her answep 15 a5 pel ble even “yhen[ 'eio ed ca})italistically i ‘
est opponents of this theory. “This is, alter all, op) mmost equally developed ;

Sapital i Comrades, this theoretica] analysis .o
kSl Copt Sy thg) o 100 st s e iy Sermary ooy e
k *Ri i ital” says that capital 1S not merely i ny ec 1 ALl s TEOLSL: 3 3
‘m’khaglj[;;agglaltll(gap;t-ssibﬂi);iGS of bu% also a political %roigéSS. ‘}‘,I?’ e working class can advoecate only especially to draw the
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own the Marxian theory of po- dogma. The very t An

! t S Marxism in Russia to Prove in opposition
2 , VeIy tendency of eapi “Brom this standpoint capitalist colo- 1 the Narodniki, that capitalist develop-
n, which says exactly the 0ppo- talism to fmove in this divegtiy :

Tl o mial policy loses its importance. Tt ig of ment ip 'Ru§sia, was both possible a,nd,
; 3 Feleoacy clise gy el forms o 1o consequence then to whom the colg- necessary. Now, these Marxians did Proyes
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’génying the accm?lulation érheoz‘.&’, utsky in his  writings from 1919 p & 3D
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to know for certain all;tl1at is



- munists and social reformistswe say: We
differ in our final aims; we w-nt soci-

Lenin said in regard to g
must concern  itself nlslﬁ
elementary task of readiy mfd ;
is also true in anothep sen
Communist Parties of e
must fearn to read the gy,

the danger of opportunis

upon the opposite side

forward to socialism g

the proletariat.

By leaving long stretches of
in the dark many errors mighg
mitted. I was particul
what Bukharin said ahoyt thi i
statements of the Italiap Coedlty
Party in which that Party exprmm
position to transition de“mandsesfes
one must not make a credo of th o

There is a number of gyg trae
demands and measures which !
come a credo, and which we must
on_our various parties accepting, &

Comrades, the question of tl{’ese s
sitiou demands and the minimum o I;an.
1s not mew. This question was ah%id
fought out once even on Russian 4
and I think that it will be of infepe
read the documents bearing on it, Lty
in the autumn of 1917 that the questi
of the Russian Party

gns them
on, ?ro T

n, ram o

i 1m ‘mmm t gn kinds
“’l‘ﬁL vin, interrupting: But
lot

Free al(llm(iission is
: us open the door and
«tthings programmatically admis-
e we are going to find there. (Inter-
aption: What do you consider admissible
ings? That is just the point. We had
position in Germany to the inclusion
~transitional demand for the con-
of power in the program. In this,
ave seen, as Comrade Bukharin
& certain danger of opportunism.
must thervefore very carefully examine
uestion as to how farit is possible to
te the tactical principles from our
, prineiples and aims. I am of the
ion that those who see any guarantee
his division of tactics, principles and
s are in great error, and are exposing
to just those dangers that certain of
e which they seek to avoid will be
ted. (Hear. hear!) One need only
at the history of the Second Interna-
and its decay to realise that it
- precisely ihis division of the tactical
ises ol the program from the ultimate
which accelerated its- deterioration
0 opportunism. How did this process
art in Germany? With the Bernstein-
tsky debates on tactics. The final
L remained. And to-day when we wish
hasise the difference between com-

ary interested |

mogf,

the Russian Party, which was on the
of assuming power retain only the.n
mum program and elimitate the min
mum program. I believe that it will i
-as well to quote comrade Lenin’s state
ment in this connection. Cemrade Leni
said then—you will excuse me il
question is rather long:— “Our en
program would be nothing but @ scap
paper il it were not to serve usin
eventualities and in all the phases ol
struggle by its application, and nof
its non-application. If our program IS
formulation of the historic developm
of society from capitalism to soculz
it must naturally also formulate 2
transition phases of this devt_elopmf‘i“t
must be able to explain to the P{OZ
at any time the process of theu,ra 3
towards socialism, Hence, it o0 t°
the proletariat must not be put a
1ti 1 o7 ld he fo

a position where it wou o
for a single moment to aban g), o
gram or be itself abandoned yesm

This finds its practical ex o
the fact that there is not a St

ism and communism, while they do not
t it. How do we prove this statement?
inting to the tactics, the road which

se people followed and which are quite
erent from ours. That is the principal
_claim therefore that specific dif-
etween us and the reformist

lies not in the fact that

ep our immediate aims to a sepa-
ipartment, apart from our program

¢t that we bring our imme-

nd preliminary demands into
relationsship with our prin-

: ivery r

Siigl oy PoP

groung |

] program was di®
cussed. The question arose then, sho}

3 3 ¥ ¥
i the proletariat having by
g, thé?ll'lcumstgnces assumed B th%
» 1d not be obliged to take some
for the realisation of its pro-
h would be in the nature of
jon measures of a socialist nature.
! ot],e assertion that the socialist
ohind may during some phase of the
:ogfﬁ“f domination of the proletariat,
i)liﬁc”'aive any directions for its reali-
”'ﬂ.fto t'colours' unconsciously the othep
sﬁﬁorﬁon' that the socialist program in
asser” 1 can never be realised.
nera the general or fundamental part
g e shall now go over to
o m.
"I\'\?e find at once the outwardly
adical” and perfectly unsatisfac-
osal of Comrades Bukharin and
amirnov. to do away entirely with the
mipimum  program as supposr*d_ to be
ughsolete” and unnecessary, as it was a
uestion of the transition measures to-
wards socialism. :
“Such is the proposal of both these com-
ades who, however, for some reason or
other could not make up their minds to
ng forward a suitable program (although

L e tasks and the agenda of the next

f[)art‘y Conference which provide for the

revision of the party program made it
umbent on these comrades to draw

up such a proposal).

[tis just possible that the authors of the

seemingly “radical” proposal itselt have
come somewhat undecided... Be it ag

It may, their point of view must he exa-
ned,

pOwing to the war and the economic

geterioration, all the countries are com-
elled to g0 over from monopolist capi-

talism  to monopolist State capitalism.

uch is the situation. But _monopolistic
fate capitalism in a revolutionary epoch
levelops directly into socialism. One can-
0 80 forward in a revolution without
"’;PCh_mg‘ toward socialism. Such is the
eotive situation created by the war
o3 the revolution. Our April Con-
oo confirmed . this by issuing the
: {’l;ds of the “Soviet Republic” (the
L Jorm of the dictatorship of the
7 Aat) and of the nationalisation of

- a0ks ‘ang trysis s the fundamental

T for the transition to socialism.
» ¥§bp0;nt all tife Bolsheviks ‘are
owever, Comrades V. Smirnov

and N. Bukha
rejecting ﬂmﬂﬁ
would be tantamou
to the wise counsel of th ‘
which says: “Do not boast when
into battle, but wait till you
battle.” Brandler: Hear, hear, |
We are going into the battle, i
are struggling for the conquest « .
political power means of our Party
This power would be 2 dietaton hip of
the proletariat and of the poor peass
When we assume this power, we are n
only not afraid to go beyond the lim
of the bourgeois order, Hut we deléﬁé
on the contrary, quite openly and pr
cisely that we will g ]
mits, that we will mareh fearlessiy
wards socialism and that our way t
it leads via the Soviet Republie, the
tionalisation of the banks and trust
workers’ control, obligatory labour, the:
nationalisation of the land, confiscation
of the big estates, ete., ote. It is in this
sense that we formulated a program
transition measures towards socialism.
But we must not drag while 20
battle. We must not eliminate the minimun
program, for this would be tantamour
to bragging. (Hear, hear.) We do Bl
want “to demand anything from t
bourgeoisie, but we must create every-
thing ourselves, and our work must not
be a tinkering within the limits of the
hourgeois order.” K
Such an atfitude would be nothing but
empty bragging, for first of all, one m
conquer power, and we have not yet done
that. 1In the first instance we must p
the transition measures towards sociali
into practice and we must lead our re-
volution to the final victory of the inter-
national socialist revolution. It is on
“when the battle is won” that one
put aside the minimum program
less. /

necessary now? Of course not,
simple reason that we have no
quered power, not introduced soci:
we have not yet even reached the
inning of the socialist world rev
We must march towards thi
and without any hesitat
ridiculous to declare that wi ha
reached it, as everyone knows
‘have not yet done so. T Y
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gram is tantamount to transition from

n announcement (or rather “combined types”
t we have already conquered.”
comrades, we have not yet con-

the : - : ; i e

of ()(}d b th - of tomorrow, at least not in  tion and financial policy for the vario
make thell appearance }CSOVGI‘n 3 : tms this was said in 1917. If we  Parties (Hear, hearl). The Parties may be
the “Rabochi Put” g fe:w tﬁings on a world scale, we are confronted with these questions almost

instance the Soviet Re o say that the interval between any day. Their concrete forms change

da
: ! ublic
1all now give you yet another quo-  the constituent Assemb] ' as

Al e ent state and the realisation of “(Bukharin: that's it). .Yes,. but one

i which will be useful for our further he outlived and then thepe “'il] thi; & e rcsé'ta,;ian dictatgr.sih 1\p_ or:) am\\. or~lc§ ltnutlt .ha}v:- a tgemnm outline tIrozn ngaih
scussion of the program. Comrade Lenin  time to throw out the minimym amp the, Prmust be measm]e(' fj'\t 12};;‘“ b‘f!' a::,((, ﬂo. E}“,‘f‘. %”},C "f,al confclusmns. "19 u& ‘on?
ontinues: And in conelusion, there jo tlm Toory, BES00IC " yen Dy decades, flh‘ e . tl'b [T EOBTATL K0) 268 e
*We do not know il we will be victo- statement: = M8 ol Perh%]% in addition to the Dbig capl- tained the groundwork of a taxation
ous tomorrow or a little later. I, perso- “The same is the ¢

o N -~ jpelu ouniries also the colonial and  policy which, of course, is now Oélt of
: ol SRR e e : et A i of wlist P01 countries. For the enor date. You will certainly not deny, Com-
%&Hy B 0 Gk fhat G vl field. We are all nggﬁd that foyyf s Oflll(lfllgl (Which lies Defore us rade Bukharin, that the financial situa-
S jg T Y

e tomorrow, (I am writing this in Octo- march towards Soci : kaldna Gan 2 :
Bl i e s el it IS tanggye W pous y out exact land marks and tion in various countries including Ger-
er 9. 1917). and that we might be too to ignominious betrayal of the Moy 28 mgssiill?‘é myself what kind of land

g m

late in taking over the power. However, of the proletariat. We aye © Intey

i el many, were very different at diffe;ent

"L : & also - Jam amental rules we shoulc eriods; yet such a general guidin
- Lomorrow Is tomorrow, and not to-day. agreed that the first steps iy thailsl ﬁfw‘“ 3 fﬁarks ?nd,,iﬁgdﬁﬁlkharm‘s chief objection grinciple is most useful %md.impgrtant.g

We do not kno“_' how: soon after our vic- tion must be measures such ag the naé?ﬁ& pave. Coml the assertion that we cannot Comrades, a second important matter

lory the revolution will come in the West. alisation of banks and trusts Le g opsisted mcre'{t everyday demands in relating to the trsnsition period is our

We do not know if after our victory there first of all bring into being theg, b include 00{1 rogram, hecause the latter relation to bourgeois democracy. I find

will nat be periods of reaction and of similar measures, and then we can ca“ﬂ the gengl_tltel?] : ﬁﬁry and might change in the program submitted by Comrade
counter-revolutionary victories. There is ider further steps, for eXperience 23& b are only th ér every week. He also sald  Bulkharin an admirable critical analysis |
‘nothing impossible in that. Therefore, we have broadened our outlook, Practim‘ b overy “‘C’np concrete  everyday demands of hourgeois demoeracy, but. do yow re-
-shall after our victory construct “a triple experience is worth a milliop times mgal‘ -~ that Fhetsh'(, various countries, and that card the Communist International as a
fine of trenches” against such an even- that the best programs, Uiy 10 Lue

It it quite pafis therefore bring them under solid whole, so that it suffices for all its
tuality. - sible and even probable that (év P8 g e cannot th o

? R Ae e Dot ot us sav fr i Soviet
; ; - o, Cven ho@ o heading. My answer this is: we ],)am'es_, let us say _‘fl'on} I;ldvl& 11,0 o i
As yet we do not know and we cannot we shall not be able to do withgyt S0 ed mot bring into the general program  Russia: (Bukharin: No! Notbhy a long wayt)
know anything about this. No one can bined types” for the transition periof, £ “ﬁimto any national programs the con- First we must have a guide as fo the
Know it. and therefore it is ridiculous For instance, we cannot at once nationg. & lclrete everyflu)' demands in all their de- relations of the Communists to the de-
 to throw out the minimum program, lise the small industrial concerns, emplop. & tils, but we must give the fundamental mocrats in those - countries where bou{;-
‘which is very much needed as long as we ing a few workers, neither can we pﬁ;‘iacti’cal rules, the tactical principles and geois democracy has not yet been estal-
care shill living  within the bourgeois them under a real workers’ control, Thy [ e methods (if you will allow me to say lished that is fo say where the struge el-\
~order, as long as we have not destroyed conceras may be tied hand and fu b ) from which all these concrete sepa- must still be against absolutist am} feu_dat
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will come and will probably come much bourgeois conditions. As Marxists, W pue different in the differcnt countries delence Yoo TeDR e o
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3 : mum program. 2 o sition 7 Moo e ot brenen
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ust do this. We must march towards sha‘ll lose all. o e ottt tispjllé(t}m:i?mghigel'(iﬁfctt(ﬁsf-e[ Iftﬁ.{}lll{thgi(le 1)t %gll( (‘C\'?l,rlllllr;)lll(l‘ i loct chapter mhich i B
v r i i 0 y a2 X ‘ @b S i} J1d &I'ee /2 = 2 2
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“-énv(l’“;l‘%l of production, of State capi- Comrade Luxemburg which seems to
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ntury, has created and

s Fifteenth Session.

November 18th, (Evening).

Chairman:

Comrade Kolaroff.

Contents:

 Dissussion on Report of the program of the Communist International (continueq

).

Speaker: Comrade Kahateheief.

meeting was opened at 7.30 pam.).

olaroff: The meeting is opened.
the floor as

ade Kabatcheief has
speaker on the question.

atcheiev:

nist Program.
 Second International is bankrupt.
riod of peaceful development and
& prosperity of capitalism from
to the beginning of the imperialist
that is to the beginning of the 20th
strengthened
)pportunistic tendencies of the Second
natiopal and left its impression on
rogram of the social democratic

tfies. The chief characteristies of the

democratic parties are the adapta-

m of the working class to capitalism,
‘acceptance of the capitalist system

e postponement of socialism ior an
ite time. ;

is why the social democratic

have given so much attention to

§ ogram, i.e., to demands

ithin the limits and on the

pitalist society; they have

the final aims: the conquest

ower by the proletarian

he  dictatorship of the

Comrades, the Com-
is faced with the
rtant task of creating its program
the program of the more important
What eircumstances
forced this task upon the Comintern?

lhe Necessity for a Commu-

power by

periphery of the capitalist o
}h'(‘\{’ all the large (l(lpltlsltls?%%]%
the world war, and the Rllssia
Iution of 1905, followed by:‘t]
lutions in Turkey, China, Pergj
have brought this peacefyl:
capitalism to an end and usherpd
new period of wars
During this period the whol& g
world is affected by a general S
and political crisis. The vevoluts
movement of the proletariat hash
in strength and scope. [mperié;fi
war, and the crisis,"have sharpes
class antagonism  and @iven lifel
class wa ’
The conscious and revolutiona
ments of the proletariat havel
social democratic party and
created the international solid
the revolutionary proletariatithj
fight against opportunism and the
ture with bourgeois nationalisne s
Thus were created the con
the birth of the Communist [n
which was finally created in 191910
[he revolutionary communist m
of the working class is chara
the new methods of struggle:
struggle for the conquest Of
mass ~ actions.
strikes, by armed insurrection.
nimum program has ceased b
centre of the proletarian
rvevolutionary struggle fo
ment of the proletarian

now their goal'. :
Th e Expe rignc% :gi‘-

e

and  vevolyts

tic parties. The Paris
Gmt%%mﬁmt gxtﬁagm t of the pro-
o conquer political power, gave
.« hasis to enounce clearly the
iy sans of the proletarian revo-
“ilie Dictatorship of the Pro-
The Russian Revolution, which
olitieal power into the hands ol
Jetariat of the largest country in
11d, and which exists already for
ars, is of much greater historical
e~nc’6- it. has shown to the prole-
f the world the forms and means
L roletarian dictatorship. The Russian
Bion must therefore serve the Inter-
1 and its affiliated sections as the
ortant example by whlch to deter-

e forms and aims 0f the Dicatorship
Proletariat as well as the means
ner power. We must ﬂ)er(*l"orr\ o0
o the Russian Revolution for our

: & from which to elaborate the prog-

of the Communist International and
ational sections.
oress the Comintern
S principles; at its Second Cong-
“enounced the basis of its organi-
t the Third - Congress it settled
peral policy of the Communist
tional; in the present period it is
¢ time to elaborate the program
(Communist International and its
If the Fourth Congress cannot
plish * this task, it must at least
ge the basis upon which the sec-
the Comintern must work during
g year to attain the final pro-

@t the next Congress.

rogram of the Comimnunist
Party of Bulgaria.

t which the Communist Party
13 presented to the Congress is

modern eapi
tion of th?i
tion of conditions
revolution within
3) The analysis of
era of capitallgm of the
war, its consequences,
ing of class antagonis
war, the Russian
beginning of the wi
revolution i
4) The influence
and the imperialist w.
velopment of the Ba
garia, the new condition
struggle of the party,
this period.
The second part of th
program proper hbeging
of the final aims of the Pa
suggests the demands for w
ty will fight during the pe
revolution and the dictatc
proletariat, i.e., the ftr
from capitalism to commun
We have given a consid
onr program to the
the Balkans, to the
which the Balkan Co
must fight and pi
In this way we b
ate a program
model for the other
in the Balkans. A
program states th

- Communist

organisation to p
tory of the re

on the following lines: the

divided into two parts, the
onfains a general statement of
the theoretical foundation for
the second enumerates our

s and demands for whic

Fh i







ds to be used in the revolu-
truggle for the conquest of po-

power, as follows:
proletariat will accomplish the
evolution by seizing political po-
nd establishing its class dictator-
“ And again: “The imperialist war
ught in the epoch of social revo-
During this period the maximum
oram of the Communist Party attains
jediate and practicai importance in the
e of the international proletariat.
experience of the Russian Revo-
and of the revolutionary movement
sher countries, has clearly indicated,
nly the demands of the proletariat,
he means of their realisation: notably

-of the working masses for their
te ends, leading up to the poli-
neral strike and armed insur-

oor peasants) must seize the political
er of the State by armed force: they
11 crush the opposition of the bourgeois
d the counter-revolution, and in this
r they will ensure their domination
the complete victory of the revolu-
Setoy i
us, the most imprortant methods of
revolutionary struggle are indicated
ur proposed program.

svolutionary Demands of
he Communist Party.

bjection that the maximum de-
‘our program are formulated in
~and detailed a manner, is

. It is true that our program
onfined itself to general and
las, and that it has attempted
act and clear definition both -
um and minimum demands
ist Party, but the program

) superfluous details which
vork on the morrow

ship. The date of the revolut
be ‘decided at present, Lyt N
economic and political crisig 1, 1
talist world might cause it tonbth"
in the very near future, fop o o
Central Europe or in the Ball—X o
this prospect before us, whicp \\?}nsf\
always keep in view, the Cbe sh
Parties, the vanguard of the
class revolutionary movement mWOPkm
a clear and precise program ’fol}l:t haye)
complishment of their task the g, I
their rise to power. Besides thig Al
crete and clear maximum Program. . 2 G
being too detailed, is w

of communist: propaganda and edu
and the rallying point for the ma
the Communist Party.

In conclusion, it is true thy
grams are worth anything without 5 T
revolutionary movement of the prole?al'
riat. On the other hand, it is algg tu?..
that every proletarian movement Whic]{f
has no substantial theoretical bésis’and:
a clear revolutionary aim, is condemps
to impotence, and to be a tool in th
hands of the capitalists.

In the actual period of social ey
lution, through which we are livie
when the importance of the Communig
International and of the Communist Par
tles increases every day, when

Cation,

social patriots, with the working masse§

who are under their influence, serve

the principal support for the dominatin$
of the bourgeoisie — in this moment, ti

Communist International and its affl
liated parties should -have a program:
founded upon onr basic}theory, the Mar-_
xian theory, and a program which expres
ses in the clearest manner the demands

A

of the revolutionary proletarian. |

Kolar off: Comrades, we have hearro{
the three reports on the communlsQI{J
gram, the next question is, what ;Vlne )
our procedure. Shall we open E'en 0
discussion, with the object of leadl gs
a vote by the Congress on apgﬁg_
program? Or shall we postpone b
cussion of the program and the 4e%
vote until the next Congress? ik

The German delegation has %E"O
usly decided for the postponemeRt.
discussion and the decislye YOD :
next Congress, but the BHSS}aO
tion has asked the Presidium 12

r

to constilt among’ themselves

rd to this question as to
t immediately discuss
rogram, or whether we

this until the next Con-
’ <idium has not thought it
decision. But it be-
atisfaction should be given
delegation by permitting
to formulate its position
f procedure.

presidium also proposes that no

SSeS fo b

& no pr b

ed by the Press Bureau of the Fourth Congress of the Cominterﬁ.-‘Moscéﬁ. :

session be held to-morrow, Sunday,
any meetings of Commissions. (Ap%a
Therefore the next session will be b
on Monday at 11 o’clock in the morning
precisely—emphasis on the word “preci-
sely.” We shall commence, as we did to-
day, at the appointed time, whatever
number of delegates may be present. The
question of the day will be the trade |
union question, Reporter: Comrade Lo-
sovsky. s
The session is now closed. P RSN
(The session closed at §.15 pm.).

A

t Printery “The Red Proletarian.




